THE NATIONAL VISION	125
avail in any way unless it be accompanied by the ploughing up
and turning over of consciences.' Combes and his attacks on
the Church after the Dreyfus affair incurred as much abuse
from him as had the anti-Dreyfusards themselves: the spiritual
must not be devoured by the political to which it has given
birth. The real enemy—because it is the source of degeneration
—is personal ambition and acquisitiveness: and the real social
remedy is individual moral integrity. This attack on ambi-
tion and the power of money made him an enemy of the new
oligarchy and a certain kind of Socialist. But he regarded the
wage-earning class—the proletariat—as infected with the same
vices as the bourgeoisie', and he attacked the political leaders of
the Left as much as those of the Right.
It has been necessary to say this much of Charles Peguy's
ideas and influence, for as it has been suggested 'his intellectual
and religious evolution is a mirror of twenty years of French
thought5, and 'few men have been more truly representative of
their generation'. He presented, in vivid personal shape, the
eternal protest of the prophet against the lawgiver, the spiritual
against the material. He did much to ennoble the ideas and
sentiments of the young men of his generation. The incorrig-
ible non-conformist, in a perpetual minority of one; the rebel
and heretic, cherishing integrity above power, exerted a strong
fascination over many Frenchmen. Few writers are more ex-
pressive of the finest elements in the national vision of France
during the first half of the Third Republic, with its blend of
patriotism and individualism, its passions and rebelliousness.
Few are more revealing of that instinctive distrust of all
authority qua authority, that mutinous spirit of anarchism
which inflamed the democratic ideal in these years. There is
little doubt that had Peguy lived he would have been a per-
petual critic of the Republic during the inter-war years: yet
equally certain would he, in 1940, have rallied to the Cross of
Lorraine, and fought all collaborationism; and equally certain-
ly would he have leapt into violent criticism of the Provisional
Government as soon as it tackled the tasks of concrete
.reconstruction and political reorganization. Here, too, the
poet in politics bears the hall-mark of much that is familiar

